
Department of Energy
Ohio Field Office

Recd. West Valley Demonstration Project
Rec. Mgmt. 10282 Rock Springs Road
September27.2001 West Valley, NY 14171-9799 DW:2001:0661

September 26, 2001

Mr. JamesL. Little, President
WestValley NuclearServicesCompany
10282Rock SpringsRoad
WestValley, NY 14171-9799

ATTENTION: J. R. Gerber,Environmental,RegulatoryAffairs, andQuality Assurance
Manager,AOC-05

SUBJECT: EnvironmentalChecklistOH-WVDP-2001-Ol,Constructionof ScrapRemoval
RoomAirlock andConveyanceSystem

REFERENCE: LetterWD:2001:0557 (79317),C. B. Banzerto A, C. Williams, “Environmental
ChecklistOH-WVDP-2001-01, ‘Constructionof ScrapRemovalRoomAirlock
and ConveyanceSystem,”datedSeptember5, 2001

DearSir:

The Ohio Field0111cc\Vest Valley DemonstrationProject(OFI/\VVDP) NationalEnvironmental
Policy Act (NEPA) ComplianceOffIcer hasreviewedthe subjectenvironmentalchecklistand
determinedthat the actiondescribedthereinis categoricallyexcludedfrom the requirementto
prepareadditionalNEPA documentationin the form of either an environmentalassessmentor
environmentalimpactstatement.

Enclosedis a signedEnvironmentalChecklist/ActionDescriptionMemorandumForm and
attachmentto the EnvironmentalChecklist.

Sin ‘ely.

Daniel W. Sullivan
NEPAComplianceOfficer

Enclosure: SubjectChecklist

cc:J.L. Drake,OH/WVDP, WV-DOE. w/o enC.

M. N. Maloney,OH/WVDP, WV-DOE, w!enc,
H. R. Moore, OH/WVDP, WV-DOE, w/enc.

DWS:0l24 - 79533-451.7

DWS/brb



Department of Energy (DOE)

Ohio Field Office, West Valley Demonstration Project (OH/WVDP)

ENVIRONMEN’rAL CHECKLIST

Project/Activity Title:
Scrap Removal Room Enc:sure

NEPA
Rev.

ID Number: OH-WVDP--230
#: 0 Date:

1-01

Contractor Project Manager:
E. Ciancone

Phone Number: 942-2428

Contractor NEPA Coordinator: C. Banzer Phone Number: 942-4109

OH/WVDPNEPADocument Manager:
D. Sullivan

Phone Number: 942-4016

A. BRIEF PROJECT/ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION: Attach a detailed description or statement of work.

B. SOURCESOF IMPACT: 1~ould the action involve, generate, or result in changes to any of the following?

YES :~t YES :.t
. AIr Esarons X 12. Watsr ~.:vers±Or X

2. L:qu:d Effluer:a X 13. Wa:er Treorneot 2.
3, Soi:o ~as:e X 14. Ware: Cc’~rse Wocifi:ao:cn A
4. Sad:;a:t:ve Wasos. So~5 X 15. Rad~o. Tox:o Cneoocal Exccsures X
5. Wazardous Waste 5 16. Ees::c’Wero:ozde ~so 4
4. ~‘.eo Waste .17.6 .agf. Ener;ySce/Zxplos:ves .4
‘. C5eo~oa .ltrs;s ‘.se x 16. Tracoroaroco S
0. Petroleum 3::r~se 2 9. Noise lee, S
9. Asbestos 5 20. ior~force Ad:us:ment 2
1.2. Utal:t:es S 21. Otter 2.
1:. tIes ngorts:a’:at:oc S ~______________________________________________

In an attachment, qualify and explain each question that ycu have specifically answered “YES.’

C. CATEGORY EVALUATION CRITERIA: i~ould the proposed action:

YES 40
take ~iace :r~a: area of Pr,’.’:: or co::~ dIso~oce? x
2rsate r,azaroc,.s, raoioective :: n:::ao waste f~r wb::f~ co drr~tsa1 :s ~vaa1aoe?

:rpao: a SC -: ~ate5 4r.lt :: faci.ity? “X’”
4. Forre a low ::::ce or ethooc r::or:ty pcpua::or to sOu.oe: a dtspropcr:i:o.ste afare of 2be :egat:ve

e:.vironme:ts ::pscts of po1~t.:0 or eov:ror.centa nazards :ecause of a iao.< of polit:oal or cocoomic

atre:otf?

X

x

X

5. Involve coo err..su:or.sand be ::ated :050.5:0 pc__.tar.t 000,-atta:r.nlent or :u000er.aoce area for Cr.’.’ orster:a

poilu:ao:s?
6. Toreeter. a vioat:or. of acpii:ao.e statut_ry. re;ulatory, or perrut :equ:reo.eots for environoert, safety, atd

nealto, onc.d::.; 206 aoc,or E::scjtive Iroers? i.e., recuore any feoerai, state or local permots, approvas,

t~st~ro ~azarc:a suostanoes, :‘,..~tants or :Ootao:oarts tbat pre-ex:st ir. toe er.’.’iror.mer.t sucf’. t5at there
would be uncor.::oll ad or ur.pero:-ted releases? X

X

x

X

a. Requore sotanc. :Qr.struct:on, :: major expans000 of a waste s:oraoe, dfspcsa, recovery, Cr treaoceot

facilotoes, but cay rr’.rluoe sc’. care0or:oaily-exoluded fao:2:t:es?

9. Adversely affe:: e:v:030reota.: ser’.sitove resouroes irclud::g, but rot lic:teo to: structures of
arobeolocical, ::st0000 or ar: ::ectural s:on:f:oanoe’. threatened or er.da:;e:ed spec:es or their hab:tat;

floodpla:r’.s or ~:cods; siIol:fe refu0es. a;r:cultural lance or vital water resouroes’.e.g., sole-source

aau::ers;
:0. Ir.vo’;e a:.:tra000::ary c:rouma:ao:es? As s~eo:f:eY~t it CFP 5 1o2l.4:o,~ : . ex:raord:nary corcu.cstanceaare

unique s000at000apreseo:eoC: soecofocproposed cottons, soon as scaent:f:: 000tro’:ersy about the

env:roruneotsl sifeots of toe o:::oo, 000er:a:n effeots or effects :nvolv:r.~ u::oue or uokr.own rie:e, or

ur.resolved coofloots 0000erno:.: alternate uses of ava:1aole rescurces w::ho: the cean:rc of Seottor 1022. 6)

of NESA 4 J.S.C. 43?2’.li).
11. Se “oon’.ecteo” to other actoc’..’. wato poteot:ally a:gr’.:f:oar.: :mpacts, reate: to cOher proposeo ao::ons woo:

ouculat:vel.y s::onf:cart :cae::a, cr0 creol,.ded by 40 5 :506.1 or IC Cr5 6 :2:1.221?

“X”

In an attachment, qualify end explain each question that you have specifically answered “YES.”
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U.S. Department of Energy (DOE)

Ohio Field Office, West Valley Demonstration Project (OH/WVDP)

D. RECOMMENDATIONAND DETERMINATION

ENVIRONMENTALCHECKLIST

DOE OH/WVDPDirector’s Recommendation: I fir.i and recczmend that this propcsed action
meets the criteria specified in 10 CFR § 102, Subpart D, and/or DOE Policy and Guidance
for the following:

Sigr.ature: Date
- ‘I ‘1 ~‘j

DOE OH/WVDPNEPA Compliance Officer’s Determination: Sased on my review of the attached
infor~.ation concerning this proposed action, as the OH;WVD? NEPA Compliance Officer (DOE

Order 451.lA, Section ~ I have determined that the proposed action fits within the
specified class of acti:ns, that the other regulatory requirements identified in Section
C are met, and this proposed action proceed withc~t further NE?A review.

Signature: ~ ~ Date
OH/WVD? NEPACompliance Officer,
vest Valley Demonstration Project

OR

I Envircnmenta Assessments (Appendix C, Class of Action _____________

listec in Surpart D)

I Environmental Impact Statements (Appendix D, Class of Action _____________

Interim Actions (4’) CER § 1506.1 and 10 CFR § 102.211)
Integrated Documentation for CERCLA/RCPAActions

I 3 Variances (Emergency Action, 40 CE’S § 306.11 and 10 CFR § 1021.34)

or Action not

DOE-OH NEPA Compliance Officer’s Concurrence: I concur with the recommendation that this
proposed action fits within the specified class of actoons.

NEPA Compliance Officer,
Ohio Field ffice,
Department of Energy

DOE-OH Manager’s Determination:

concerning this proposed action,
Section 5.a.), I have determined
proposed ac.ion is appropriate.

Signature:
vanager, Ohoc Field Office,
Department of Energy

7

Date

(XI Categorical Exclus:ons (Appendix B, Class of Acti:ri 1.15
3 Actions Within the Scope of Existing NESA Documentation

(NEPA Documert ID Number_____________
3 On-going eraticcs (Standard Operating Procedure OH—6.l.01, Rev. 1, Section 5.2)

4~2~4~2V~
Dir ctcr, Chio Fiel Of ice,
?~es Valley Denonstration Project (OH/WVDP,
Department of Energy

Signature: Date

Based on my review of the attached information
as the Head of the Ohio Field Office (DOE Order 451.A,
that the level of documentation recommended for the

WV—3’)37, Rev. Page 2 of 2



Attachmentto EnvironmentalChecklistOH-WVDP-2001-01
Constructionof ScrapRemovalRoomAirlock andConveyanceSystem

SECTIONA: PROJECTDESCRIPTION

1.0 Background

TheWestValley DemonstrationProject(WVDP) Act [Public Law 96-368] (the “Act”) authorizedthe United
StatesDepartmentof Energy(DOE)to carryout ahigh-levelliquid nuclearwastemanagementdemonstration
projectatthe WesternNew York NuclearServiceCenter(WNYNSC) in WestValley, NewYork. The Act,
amongotherthings,requiresDOE to developawaste form to solidify high-levelwaste(HLW) that is suitable
for transportationanddisposal. It alsorequiresthe DOE to decontaminateanddecommission(D & D) tanks
andotherfacilities atthe WNYNSC in whichHLW wasstored,as well as all WVDP facilities, material,and
hardwareusedin supportingandcarryingout theAct.

Among the facilities usedby DOE duringsolidification operationsis the Main Plant Building (i.e., theformer
NuclearFuelServices(NFS) ProcessingBuilding). The Main PlantBuilding was designedto recoveruranium
andplutoniumfrom spentnuclearfuel from 1966 to 1971 during theNFS reprocessingoperations. The
physicalandchemicalreprocessingoperationswereconductedin speciallydesignedcells,rooms,aisles,and
glove boxes. Somedecontaminationwork wasdonein the Main PlantBuilding duringthe 1970sas part of
plannedmaintenance,modification,or expansion.From1982 to 1987,theWVDP performeddecontamination
operationsin severalcells androomsto preparethemfor use in theHLW interim storageor as partof the
Liquid WasteTreatmentSystem(L\~TS).

TheNEPA analysisfor theearlydecontaminationactivitiesconductedin the Main PlantBuilding was
documentedby the Final EnvironmentalImpactStatementfor theLongTerm-ManagementofLiquidHigh-
LevelRadioactiveWastesStoredat the WesternNewYorkNuclearServiceCenter, WestValley (DOE/EIS-
0081,i.e.,” the ‘82 EIS”). The ‘82 EIS alsoprovidedthat “eventuallyall the facilities usedfor the solidification
projectwould be decontaminatedanddismantled—includingthe main buildingusedin the solidification
process...”(DOE/EIS-008l,section2.1, pg 2-6). The ‘82 EIS furtherassumeda schedulefor purposesof
analysisof alternatives,thatmostof the decontaminationeffort would occur in two periods:a) the initial period
to decontaminatefacilities usedfor the solidification andtemporarystorageoperations;andb) the final
decontaminationanddecommissioningof the facilities used. The ‘82 EIS alsorecognizedthat althoughonly a
few cells usedin the fuel reprocessingwould beactuallyused,it would “be advantageousto removethe
equipmentfrom the othercellsandperformsomedecontaminationsincethiswould advancethe goalof final
plant decommissioning”(‘82 EIS, SectionB.3.l, pg. B-53). The final EIS assumedthat thecleanupwould
include“...decontaminationandremoval of all existingreprocessingequipmentpiping, tanksandanyother
obstructionsand/orradioactivematerialwithin thecells.

Subsequently,in 1993 and 1998,DOEprepareda SupplementAnalysisof modificationsto the WestValley
DemonstrationProjectsincethe 1982 Final EIS, which indicatedthat initial decontaminationof the entire plant
would not be completedprior to HLW solidification. Basedon the SupplementAnalyses,DOE determinedthat
aSupplementalEIS wasnot required. As such,in 1999,decontaminationof the HeadEndCells (HEC)was
approvedby DOE andinitiated to eliminatethe risk of criticality, reducethe mobility of contamination,
minimizesurveillanceandmaintenancecost,andmaximizethe useof existingwastetreatmentfacilities. The
HeadEndCells refer to the ProcessMechanicalCell (PMC), Ancillary SupportCellsandthe GeneralPurpose
Cell (PMC).

The WVDP hasperformedHEC infrastructureupgradesnecessaryto the PMCandtheGPC,constructednew
enclosuresandreplacedinoperablecranesandremotemanipulators.Cell contentscleanupin the PMC andthe
GPChavebeeninitiated.This effort will entail collecting,sorting,treatingand/orpackagingmaterialsand
wastes,as well asdecontaminatingbulk materialsfrom the PMC andthe GPC.

2.0 PurposeandNeed

The purposeof aScrapRemovalRoom(SRR)airlockenclosureandconveyancesystemis to facilitate
packagingandremovalof HEC waste. Dueto the expectedhighradiationof the contentsto beremovedfrom
the HECsandto minimizeanypotentialcontaminationfrom packagedwasteas it is removedandtransportedto
storagefacilities,an airlock andconveyancesystemis necessaryfor workerALARA safetyandenvironmental
protection.

WD:2001:055’) 1



3.0 Type andScopeofActivity

Theproposedactionevaluatedin this checklistis to constructa SRRairlockandconveyancesystemto facilitate
packagingand removaloftheEECwaste. It is conceivablethat theairlock andconveyancesystemcouldalso
beusedto removefuture wastesfrom theVitrification Facility. The airlockwill be connectedto thenorth end
ofthe SR.Rand will bea concreteblockwalled,metalroofedenclosure.It will be built to controlairflow and
withstand0.1 negativepressureandbeweathertight. Constructionoftheairlockandconveyancesystem
would entail:

• excavatingthegroundadjacentto theeastwall oftheVitrification Facility andnorthof theSRRShield
Door;

• installingfooting, a foundationwall, anda reinforcedconcretepad(approximately35’ xl6’) (Note: no

underdrainsystemis plannedfor this structure).

• constructingasteeland4~oncreteblock building with a metal roofenclosure;

• extendingexisting utilities to theenclosure;

• installing a roller (conveyance)system;

• installing fall protection;and

• installing anHVAC systemto maintainnegativeair pressurewhenthe SRRShieldDooris closed.

Theenclosurewill bedimensionedasshown in Exhibit A, GeneralArrangementSketch#SK-EMC-07050l,I-
4). The enclosuredesignincludesa 10’ x 14’ overheaddoor, two (2) 3’ mandoors,troffer lights, anda movable
vinyl barrierwall insidetheSRR(adjacentto theshielddoor).Existingsite roadsandpavedlot/areasaroundthe
Vitrification facility would accommodateany heavyconstructionequipment(e.g.,concretetrucks).

4.0 Schedule/Timing

ProcurementContractsare tentativelyscheduledto beplacedby theendof September2001 with constructionto

be completedby March2002.

SECTION B: SOURCESOF IMPACT

1. Air Emissions:The airlock is to bebuilt to controlair flow andwithstand0.1” negativeairpressurewhenthe
SRRShieldDoor is closed. Any installationofHVAC equipmentwill meetthe requirementsof40 CFR 82,
“ProtectionofStratosphericOzone,”which providesthat no Class I refrigerants(i.e., ozone,Freon)canbe
released.TherewOuld alsobe minorCO andCO,air emissionsfrom intermittent constructionequipmentduring
theconstructionperiod.

2. Liquid Effluents: Watermay accumulatein theconstructionexcavationwhich mayrequireevacuation.
Constructionwastewaterfrom excavationsis identifiedasanoperationalsourceto outfall 001 (i.e., Lagoon3)
on themostrecentStatePollutantDischargeEliminationSystem(SPDES)permit application,filed with New
York StateDepartmentof EnvironmentalConservation(NYSDEC)on September27, 2000 (seealsoSectionC,
#6). Any constructionwastewaterthat doesaccumulatewill be collectedand characterizedin accordancewith
SOP300-07,“On-SiteWasteGeneration,Packaging,andTransportation,”Revision12,datedAugust4, 2000
andWM-210, “WasteStreamCharacterization”for potentialdispositionto the Low Level WasteTreatment
Facility interceptors.

Air conditioningcondensatecouldresult from the HVAC systemoncethe airlock is in use.Condensate
dischargesaretentativelyauthorizedby NYSDEC pendingfinal issuanceoftheWVDP’s SPDESpermit.

3. SolidWaste:Solid wastes expectedto begeneratedas aresultofconstructionactivitieswould include
constructiondebris(metal,wood,plasticwrappingmaterial,paper,concrete,etc.). All solidwastewould be
surveyedto segregateanypotentialradioactivelycontaminatedmaterialfrom cleanmaterial. The solid waste
would be disposedofin apermittedsanitarylandfill by a licensedsolid wastetransporter,in accordancewith
StandardOperatingProcedure(SOP)9-12,“Solid WasteManagementandMaterialReuseandRecycling.”

WD:2001:0557 2



• 4. RadioactiveWaste/Soil:Given theproposedconstructionlocationandhistoricalknow]edgeof thearea,
approximately440 cubicfeetofpotentialradioactivesoil anddebriscould be generatedduringexcavationfor
footersand a concreteslab for thestructure(seeItem 11, below). An additional 80 cubicfeet ofsoil anddebris
would be excavatedfor the trenchthatwill redirecttwo stormwaterdownspouts(seeItems11 and 12). Solid
radioactivewastewould be handledin accordancewith SOP-009.“Solid RadioactiveWasteHandling.”

10. Utilities: No utility modificationsareanticipated.All utilities would beextendedfrom existingsiteservices.

11. Clearingor Excavation: The installationofthe footersandconcreteslab for theairlock would require
excavationof anareaapproximately35’ x16’ x 4.’ Given thelocationandhistoricalknowledgeofthearea,it is
expectedthat approximately440 cubicfeetofpotentially radioactivesoil and/ordebriswould bedisturbed(see
Item4. above). Also, a trenchwould be excavated,11 feeteastoftheexisting north andmostdown spoutin
order to redirectthe two (2) stormwaterdown spoutswhichwill beremoved(seeItem 12). Thetrench
excavationis expectedto be 20 ft. by 2 ft. which will result in approximately80 cubicfeetof potentially
contaminatedsoil anddebris(seeItem 3). A drainagepipewill be installedin thetrenchandthe trench
backfihledwith gravel.

All contaminatedsoil encounteredduringexcavationwould be boxedandplacedinto lag storagepending
disposal.Any cleansoil (uncontaminated)would be re-locatedto thesouthhardstandandstabilizedwith a
vegetativecoverto preventerosionanddischargeof sedimentinto Statewaters.

No materialwill be mined from areaswithin the retainedpremisesfor useon thisproject.

12. WaterUsefWaterDiversion:Two (2)down spoutswill be relocatedfrom thevitrification facility to an
existing catchbasinlocatedin thearea(seeSketch#SK-EMC-07050l).Pre-existingdrainagebasinswill be
maintained. As such,it is expectedthat this plumbing changewill not affect existing stormwaterratesor
pollutantconcentrations.

15. Radiation Exposures:A worker’s maximumradiationexposurelimit at theWVDP is 100 millirem (mrem)
perdayand500 mremlyear. Theestimatedwhole body doserate in theareaduringconstructionactivitiesofthe
airlock is 0.2 mremlhr. During actualwastepackagingand transferoperations,the estimatedwhole bodydose
ratewould be 0.2 mrern/hr.

Theestimatedtotal collectiveeffectivedoseequivalentduringconstructionactivitieswould be 28.8 person-
mrem;and7.2 person-mremduringactual wastehandlingoperations. Workerexposurein the areawouldbe
limited by following guidancein the WVDP RadiologicalControlsManual(WVDP-OlO), WVDP Industrial
HygieneandSafetyManual (WVDP-Oll) andSOP15-14,“Entry Into andExit from ContaminatedAreas,”
whichareall designedto providea safeworkingenvironmentandto keepexposuresAs Low As Reasonably
Achievable(ALARA).

18. Transportation:Wastecontainerswould be transportedon-sitefrom theairlock to Lag Storagein
accordancewith SOP300-07,“On-Site WasteGeneration,PackagingandTransportation.”

19.NoiseLevels: Increasednoiselevel would resultfrom constructionequipmentand trucksbutwould be of
shortdurationandprobablywould not exceed85 dB(A) TWA (decibellevel measuredon theA scaleasa time
weightedaverageoveran eighthour day).

SECTION C: CATEGORY EVALUATION CRITERIA

1. Take place in an area of previous or ongoing disturbance?

The areawherethe air lock is proposedto be constructedhasbeenpreviouslydisturbedand offers no unique
habitats. This proposedactionwould not affect anythreatenedorendangeredspecies.

3. Impact a RCRA-regulated unit or facility?

The proposedair lock will not impactan existing RCRA regulated unit or facility. However,once operational,
theactualwastemanagementactivitieswithin the air lock will be reviewedto determinewhetherthe activities
requirea solid wastemanagementunit (SWMU) determinationandsubsequentnotification to NYSDECin
accordancewith the requirementsofthe WVDP’s RCRA 3008(h)ConsentOrder.
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6. Require any federal,stateor local permits, approvals, notifications, etc.

Theproposedactionwill not threatenaviolation ofan~yregulatory permits, notifications, etc. Construction
wastewaterfrom excavationsis identifiedasanoperationalsourceto outfall 001 (i.e., Lagoon3) on themost
recent SPDESpermit application, filed with NYSDEC on September27, 2000. Additionally, anyair
conditioningcondensatedischargesaretentativelyauthorizedby NYSDEC, pendingfinal issuanceofthe
WVDP’s SPDESpermit (seealso SectionB, #2).

SECTION D. RECOMMENDATION AND APPROVAL

A Categorical Exclusion (CX) is recommendedfor theproposed action to construct an airlock andconveyance
system. Construction ofthe airlock andconveyancesystemfalls within the classofactions described in Title 10
Codeof FederalRegulations(CFR),Part1021, asamended,Subpart D, Appendix B, B1.15,
“Siting/constructionloperation ofsupport buildings/support structures. There areno extraordinary circumstances
relatedto theproposedactionthat would affectthesignificanceoftheaction,andthe action is not “connected” to
otheractionswith potentiallyor cumulativelysignificantimpacts(40 CFR 1508.25(a) (1) and(2), respectively).
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SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

10 CFR 1021 U. S. DepartmentofEnergy,“National EnvironmentalPolicyAct Implementing
Procedures;Final Rule,”datedJuly 9, 1996

40 CFR U. S. EnvironmentalProtectionAgency.“Protectionof StratosphericOzone,”
datedAugust 13, 2000

40 CFR 1500-1508 U.S.Council on EnvironmentalQuality, “Council on EnvironmentalQuality
Regulationsfor ImplementingtheProceduralProvisionsof theNational
EnvironmentalPolicyAct,” datedJuly 1. 1996

DOE/EIS-008l U. S. DepartmentofEnergy,“Final EnvironmentalImpactStatement:Long-Term
ManagementofLiquid High-Level RadioactiveWastesStoredat the WesternNew
York NuclearServicesCenter,WestValley,” datedJune1982

\VM-2 10 WestValleyNuclearServicesCompany.“WasteStreamCharacterization,”
Revision2, satedJune19, 2001

SOP9-2 WestValleyNuclearServicesCompany,“Solid RadioactiveWasteHandling,”
Revision6, datedMarch 2, 1992

SOP9-12 WestValleyNuclearServicesCompany.“Solid WasteManagementandMaterial
ReuseandRecycling,”datedMarch2. 2001

SOP 15-14 WestValleyNuclearServicesCompany,“Entry Into andExit from Contaminated
Areas,”Revision13, datedDecember28, 1993

SOP300-07 WestValleyNuclearServicesCompany,“On-SiteWasteGeneration,Packaging
and Transportation,”Revision 12, datedAugust4, 2000

\VVDP-0l0 WestValley DemonstrationProject,“RadiologicalControlsManual,” Revision 11,
datedApril 14, 1994

\VVDP-01 1 WestValley DemonstrationProject,“Industrial HygieneandSafetyManual,”
Revision13, datedSeptember1, 1994
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C. B. Banzer AOC-09
E. M. Ciancone WV-B IF
J. R. Gerber AOC-05
K. A. Malone AOC-09
K. R. Schneider WV-B IF
D. R. Westcott AOC-09
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